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YOU CAN’T TRUST LAWYERS 


A notice posted on the Vancouver, British Columbia courthouse li- 
brary door has sparked embarrassment among the attorneys and wide- 
spread amusement among prisoners and others waiting for court ap- 
pearances. According to the sign, it was “regretfully necessary” to 
close the crown counsel library to “lawyers and . . . students because 
of the high number of missing books.” 


The iibrary was used extensively for research by lawyers. 


“We don’t know exactly how many books are missing, but enough 
have vanished to make it a real problem,” a library spokesman said. 
“We don’t know if they have been stolen or just not returned.” 


—UPI Press Release 











